REMARKS 

Claim 1 has been amended to include the specific liquids recited in claim 6. No new 
matter has been added. 

Rejection under 35 U.S.C. §103 

Claims 1 -6 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103 as allegedly being unpatentable over 

WO 01 /09287. 

WO 01 /09287 does not teach or suggest applying ultrahigh hydrostatic pressure from 
5000 to 15000 atms to a tissu e in the claimed liquid medium , for at least 10 minutes. The 
reference is particularly silent regarding the subsequent removal of destructed cells. As noted 
on page 8, at paragraph 0019 of the specification, the efficiency of the subsequent removal of 
destructed cells from the tissue by washing is enhanced and the immunogenecity of the tissue 
is largely diminished. 

WO 01 /09287 is also silent regarding isolating connective tissue from native tissue. 
As can be seen on page 5, of the specification, the method of the present invention results in 
connective tissue (collagen and elastin fibers) that is rendered isolatable from the remainder 
of the (starting tissue) native tissue including cell components while keeping intact the 
structure and biomechanical properties thereof In other words, the treatment of the present 
invention requires for tissue to be loosened in such a way that the cell components are 
separated from the connective tissue. Naturally, much stronger physical impact would be 
required for loosening the tissue than would be required to simply kill isolated cells. 

Thus, a skilled worker looking to '297 for guidance on keeping the structure intact 
would be lead away from the present invention. The reference would guide a skilled worker 
who wants to keep the structure (and biomechanical properties thereof) intact away from 
application of pressure above 225 MPa. As noted on page 28:"Tlie mechanical properties of 
bones may be altered on application of pressure above 225 MPa. " The '287 reference simply 
would not lead a skilled worker to the present invention. A maximum hydrostatic pressure of 
225 MPa is used in the experiments and the duration of high hydrostatic pressure is 5 minutes 
in all experiments (see, page 19, lines 8-1 1). The WO 01 /09287reference would not 
motivate a skilled worker to apply ultrahigh hydrostatic pressure above 225 MPa to remove 
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essentially all cell components from the tissue while keeping intact the structure and 
biomechanical properties of the tissue. 

Thus, the '287 reference does not teach or suggest applying ultrahigh hydrostatic 
pressure from 5000 to 15000 atms to the tissue in a liquid medium that is purified water, a 
hypertonic solution, a hypotonic solution, a detergent solution, an enzyme solution or a 

mixture thereof with a small portion of an organic solvent, for at least 10 minutes. Nor does 
the reference teach or suggest the subsequent removal of destructed cells from the tissue by 
washing. Thus, it is respectfully requested that the rejections under 35 USC §103 be 
withdrawn. 

The claims in the application are submitted to be in condition for allowance. Should 
the examiner have any questions or comments, she is cordially invited to telephone the 
undersigned at the number below. 

The Commissioner is hereby authorized to chai"ge any fees associated with this 
response or credit any overpayment to Deposit Account No. 13-3402. 

Respectfully submitted, 
/Anthony Zelano/ 

Anthony Zelano, Reg. No.27,969 
Attorney for Applicants 

/Jennifer Branigan/ 

Jennifer Branigan, Reg. No. 40,921 
Agent for Applicants 
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